All Humans Should Be Vegan. ? _ )

Discussion Chat

A vegan society would be better for the environment.

/
ﬁ | Tharks for the invite ) ‘

21d aga
T8 Flossy(1)
e (348) - 2y
Fa |
o @ Uh somy? :D ‘
No more animal cruelty, suffering, abuse, enslavement, torture to the gentlest of creatures -
Taddl (47] -

humans do not need any animal products, it's myth, all marketing, to get ur money we can
live without meat dairy eggs and all by products, there are alternatives to everything now, so if

vou hav h why would y hoose cruelty wh t needed. never was. I'm 52 and neve i, thanks far the %l
y ave a choice why would you choose cruelty when not needed, never was, I'm 53 and never claims, Would you ba bale 1
eaten an animal and vegan for 32 years, never been ill, never had a cold, fit and healthy, Vegan 4 bawk your claims up with links?
) Also, I'm thinking your claims fit
the animals better under " v kislo com
thoughts?

“You(7 3k] = 2y

Pros Cons
welzome 12 the =
discussion and to the futur:
postings. Just be sure to back
your ideas with evidence, but
cantwat to see what's in store

You(7.3k) -2y
f
° I think | sgrea! Have
commented on various claims,
i« kialo My Kizlo Tour Halp Canter slthough | can't get the link you
posted to work so we may we
be supgesting difierent locations

Explore About Contact Us

WerawalfGImmick (3 3k]

thar's e
because it says the claim no
longer exists or is not found

ou(T 3k] = 2y

J
‘ Thanks for

sdding me. This discussion is
rather detsiled

Jelarious 320)

I feel like | just performed surgery  [> &
with revising the structure so

much, but that's a geod feeling to

have at this moment ;)

Vou (7K - 2y

Jelarious (320) - 2y

andotrers | T
{tee many peogle to mentien). |
noticed | became the owner of
this discussion (which is rice
the owner couldn’t be a part of
the discussian anymars), but |
wss wendening f tis passibie to
create co-ownership. | befieve
you'd akso be 3 good owner, 35
you have more actions than me
in this discussion

ou(T-3k] = 2y

Thanks heaps for
I'm not aware of co-
Given the number of
claims yeu've made in this
discussion | think you shoukd
dafinitely b=

WerawaltGImmick (3.5K) - 2y

sounds ﬂ
good, if there's 3 way, there's will
be 3 will lol

Vou (7K - 2y

I'm not gaing
to be able to respond until late at
night/early morning tomormow
and the naxt day on slaims due
to going to work. Just making
evaryone aware of the dalay, so
there's no warry and 11l bz back
atthe imes mentioned. Just
continus the precess without me
until 'm back. Thank you

Vou (7] - 2y

Thanks for letting us

‘ know 3

CSOB{2K) -2y

e Thanks for the heads

WrRwAlIRImmIck (% 3K - 20



want to chanpe anything without
input from the community hera.

v oifGimmick no worries,
I'm back anyway. | realty don't
wiant to sither, even though there
are 3 lot of pending claims

You(7.3k)
2y - em=a2y

R —
. @vegiorif Pending clsims? As

=n edior | dont rezlly sas thar

stuff, | think?

Jelarious (320) - 2y

< 'm just talking sbout

@
my notification bar with the blue
dots

Vou (7] - 2y 1

—_—
. @vegforifz Ah yes!
S —

Jelarious (320) - 2y

{and anyone eise). Helo
averyone! | wias just letting you
know that I'm about to go on
hokiday for a while (to 3 plsce
without refisble intermet). and
when | come back I'm not sure
how much tme | will have to
devot o Kialo. 5o thats why Il
stop answering stuff in the next
few days. Its been really great
develoging this discussion with
you all, it looks really good and
I'm sure it will only look batter
when | se2 it next! )

WerswaltGImmick (3.5k)
2y - eman2y

mmick ok, thaanks

2]
for the heads up

Vou (73K - 2y :

—_—
. The intro image for this debate

looks rezlly cool.

Jelarious (320) - 2y

ik why. but the star

.
tatoo in the back ere me out.
Who chose the pic lol?

Vou (7] - 2y

| don't se= the star, and | have no

idea. | would like a fruit bowl
though.

Jelarious (320) = 2y

= its on the fight hand

&
ofthe person providing the food.
| would like ene too

You(T-3k] = 2y :

.

have admins discuss big
changas 1o the debate bafore
enacting them? | saw that an
sdmin was made into an aditor.
but | wasn't aware of any
discussion whers the groug of us
decided on such 3 demation
Would it be possible to discuss
decisions Bk that ahead of time?
| definitely don't want to step on
any toes, but 've added

admin for now.

Jeiarious (320) - 2y

@ < ok, sounds good. |
think we all should discuss.
before making changes.

“ou(T3k] = 2y

—_—
. @vegforifs Great
- .

Jelarious (320) - 2y 3

@reply Seunds good to me 3

C3OB (2K} » 2y




zymandias102 | created a
lot of edits and reamangements.
How do they lock. Did | de

anything that | wasn't supposed
t0?

You[7sk] -2y

. {@vesioriie Thanks for the heads
up. Tl lask sround this
sftermonn

Jelarious (320) - 2y

@vegforife Great to see
develogment happening in the
discussion, but having very
quickly locked at your edits, Id
=3y you were probably too quick
to edit without consulting the:

you've acoepted = suggested
claim onty to move it from ene
column to teh cther and make
sigrifigant pross edits. Whis |
think those edits were good,
especially i the claim has jst
been suggested you should uss
the opportunity to get the user to
fox their own elaim. There's no
rush on that sart of thing if the
claim isn't in th bate and is
anly visible to sdming, because
its ot cluttering the sversge user
experience of the debates

OzymandIasIs2 (1.6K) = 2y

zymand sometimes | -

o 7 o make the clsim possiie
1o be added into the discussion
ratner than leaving itin imca (1
not conducive to leave thoughts
cut of the discussicn). Usually |
do it for users new to kialo (since
they might nat know how to use
allthe new features to wirite me
Back), but | wrote that its
reversitle f it needs to be
discussed Idess on batter ways
of handling it?

Vou(73K)
2y - edten2y :

Sure. | getth
have one or two thoughts on that
aperoach though. Firstly, |
wouldn't say & claim is in limbo if
its only been a couple of hours.
its just going through the process
it nzads to. Az wel 32 that, while
it may be the case that new
pecple participating in the debate
don't fully understand the sites
functionality, I'd say its better to
& on the side of cautien. This is
why waiting 2 or 3 days befora
making any changes, and
notitying users makes sansz. If
thay really dont understand how
to use the site, that might be &
raason why thay don't respond.
I'd also note that in the claim |
linked thers wasn't any
angsgement with ther at sl
before those edits were madz, so
there wasn't an opportunity to
evaluate if the person who made
the claim could or couldn't

good to say that clsims
are reversible, in my opinian itz
deal because peopls could
uery well still be annoyed by
adiing, especizlly if they weren't
consulted. | think its a good
move if 2 fair amount of time has
passed 2nd its doesn't look like
that person cares however.
Really in terms of the
I'd 22y the bestthing to do is be
as clear as we can be on the
edis we'd like to make, have 3
strong preference for the person
who made that ciaim daing thase
edits themszlues rather than us
and waiting 2-3 days before
taking any drastic action. | also
do think that suggested claims
don't neccessarily need 1o be.
incorparated into the debate and
its fine to let them linger. Hiting
the hide suggestion bution wil
hide that elaim so that its not
cluttering the debate while we
wait for the person who wrote it
1 come back. Obiously, 2 lot of
this is just my view and | could
uery well be wrong, but | do think
that we should sgree and vote on
some sart of cansistent appraach
like this. Thoughts &

Ozymandiasisa 1.8k
2y - eman2y

Ozymandiasis2 (1.6k)
2y + oeleted by Ozymandias1s2 {16k}
@ Yaah, | think this is definitaly 2

\ balsncing act - sometimes it can




be usaful to 2dd 3 cisim inio the
debate and then keep working on
it, but alse do see the point about
waiting a it of time. How would
we feel about ssying roughly 2
days of watting before moving

know for exsmple lopging back in
myself, that | was sware | hadnt
been on in a few days s0
discussions probably went shead
without me. but f | logged in afer
24 hours and saw things had
gons ahead, | might be
unimpressed (and obviously 2
debate like this one is attrscting
lots of different paople 5o law of
averages suggests some are
going to be more lsidback than
others). Would that kind of 3 rule
of thumh be helgful for us going
forward? (If not we can seeif
there are alternative options!
chatit out) 3

CS0B (2K} -2y

3y rule is good, |
can stick with that. | don't agrae
sbout keeping the claims out of
the discussien (2spacially not
sbout just hiding it). That would
just bis the discussion where
the peeple already in this
discussion get their claims and
everyone else are out unless the
exception whan they are brought
in. SoId say, Il wait 2-3 days
sfier asking, and then adit it to
bring it in the discussion to have
3 wielrounded one. If they come
back. we'l movs from thers

“ou(7 3k] = 2y

CRE—.T

Vou (73K - 2y

2 @ 3
suppert the 2-3 day
ides. | agres that we shouldn't
censor claims for ideclogical
reasons, but many new claims
contain too much information,

are unclear, or are duplicates. To
prevent that, | might s2nd a elim
back.

Jelarious (320) - 2y

FE

Great! Certainly never
supgested bizsing the
discussion, jsut that claims
should be refined by the users
themseives not us, which s=ems
like 2 better way of stopping biss
by 5 couple of usars to me

hone:

Ozymandiasis? (18K - 2y

I'm not suggesting to bias the L
claim that is rewritten. | just
rewrite it to highlight thair idess
mare (sometimes there's 3
duplicate, grammar.). So
instesd of not having the idea in
the discussien, Il ask them, wait
for 3 response. and f 2-3 days
g0 by without one, then Il edit it
until it capable of being brought
into the discussion. Would that
be ok? That way, their thoughts
are heard

Vou (73K - 2y 3

—_—
. {@vegforife Sounds reasonable
If thay are addad as a writer, they
cam ahiays changs it back.

Jelarious (320) - 2y
= Walcoma! You can

—_—
now 3C2ESE cOmMMEnts.

Jelarious (320) - 2y

hanks!

think it's also worth
remembering that i we have a
supgestion and we ask the
suthor to make changes, if they
don't come back to o o, but we
think the claim is important for
the debate, we could always ag
another admin at that point and
wark an the claim, so there's
definitely ways to make sure we
don't lose good material, But
given the size of the debate,
prokably easy to end up with
duplicate! exiraneous materia
=0 no harm in taking our time
with adding new stuff into the

debate ) Welcome &

C3OB (2K} 2y

I - -



B @Uzy

totally fargot about

the bringing in other sdmins to
help. | think that's  great ides to
make sura its the best clsim that
everyone agrees with

You(7sk] -2y H

_—
. @vegforife Heya, would you
mind helping me with these
supgestions? Thers arz =0 many

new claims!

Jelarious (320) - 1y 3

@Jelarious 've been trying for
the past few days {including now)
to lessen them. | turnad it from
38 1o 16, so progress!

You[7.sk) - 1y

—_—
. @vegfarife WOW!
- .

Jelarious (320 = 1y :

@ )1 2lso need help
developing the new top-tier
branch, but baby steps and first
things first of course lal ;)

You(7 k) -1y H

—_—
. @veghorife This debate sure has

grown. =D
Jelarious (320} - 1y
< yes. I've done almost

@’
700 cisims and 3000 inputs
slready and growing!

Vou (7K - 1y H

—_—
. @vegforife That's awesome.
L e

Jelarious (320) - 1y

) <, all the help you
and others give would not make
it as much of 3 success now
either tog!

Vou (73K - 1y

S ——
. {@vegforife =} | am leaming  lot
-

Jelarious (320) = 1y :

a’ < sharing thoughts and
placing concepts on paperis
mind-opening for sura! Really the
main reason 'm here ;)

Vou (7K - 1y H

@Jelarious what just happened

to most of the suggested claims
just now?

ou(7 3k] = 1y :

—_—
. {@vegforifz Thats ma!
e —

Jelarious (320} - 1y

—_—
. {@vegforife | am reading through
and adding cemments to some.

Jelarious (320) - 1y

@Jelarious ah. wel that

definitely helped with my payload
for sure! Thanks )

Vou (7K - 1y i

I ——
. {@vegforiife | tend to hide the

comments of suggestions to let
people respond. Sure! | am off
for a bzl Cheers!

Jelarious (320) - 1y

@’ < W just stay herz 3
fittle il you finizh your comments
5o can respond to tham before |
goto skeep

Vou (7K - 1y H

@l = guUEss me too then.
Thanks again ;)

Vou (7K - 1y i

2l ereated
new con. due to the influx of s
many people saying it's hard or
2asy 1o go vegan. Feel free 1o
2dd relsted claims there. a3 lang
asit follows the discussion’s
Iayout (good grammar,
evidence..)

Vou (7K - 1y 1




responded to you are getiing
hidden. | was wondering if you
are stil gening my responses. A

£op up ke=ps teling me that
wihat | write will only be seen by
the auther when I'm trying to
wirite to you. | wrote kialo about it

Vou (7K - 1y H

Vou (7K - 1y H

—_—
. (@vegforife Hmm, weird. | don't

think its 3 gliteh. Winen | respond
to suggestions. | tend to hide
them, rather than keep them
opan. | just want to de-clutzr 3
bit. f you want to chat with me.
we can abways use this
discussion space. Or perhaps if
there's 3 place where 3 comment
could be a clsim. you could tsg
ma in the comments under
anether claim?

Jelarious (320) - 1y

P
. @vegforife d sa

he
suggestion chat for comments
simed at helping pecple join the
digcuzsion who ara willing to use
evidence, avaid duplicates, and
past their claim at the bast spat

Jelarious (320 = 1y :

| somehow feel that -

hiding suggestions might prevent
good suggestions fram becoming
claims, as one person might not
know what to do but another one
will and make the possible

possible. So keeping them open
wieuld be great if we can do that!

Thanks for being open and
sceepting to 13k and tslk hare. |
think we ean use this discussion
space too, but some comments
are claim-spacific, so | tak under
them teo for that. | definitely wil
tag you in it to help it along!

You[7sk] =1y :

us | defintely do that, S"

@/
but it dossn't rasolue the issus of
the automatic hiding [you might
not have szen it yet, because
you might hide suggestions
before this happens). | gusss i's
up o Kialo at this paint to resolve
it Its really difficult to get the
suggested claims to be real
claims if the conversation gats
cut midvay right?

ou(T 3k] = 1y H

—_—
. @vagforifs Good

int. From my
understanding when claims are

n" they are just hidden
from us, meaning that the author
can then work on their claim and
resubmit it | am not sur, 50|
wil look it up.

Jelarious (320} - 1y

it is &n issue not for
in's. Ifa
suggested claim's out in the
open for 2ll admin's to s2e. than
they can write their comments. |t
wien't show in the discussion
itself. Howsver, fits higden.
then only one admin and the
suthor will sea it Its really hard
to find where suggested claims
are sfier they get hidden. Thats
wihy it's best not to hide imo

You(73k)
1y - edted 1y 3

—_—
: @ @ think Id

probably be somewhers in the
middle - sometimes i 3 elaim is @
new interesting point then it is
goed to keap it visible. Bt whan
it's unsupported/ dupkicate/
unclear, then | would prefer to
hide it 50 that it keeps the
discussion more clear, its then
easy to see what suggestions
are being worked on and how
many nzed to be reglied to )

CSOB{2K) - 1y

—_—
Q Also just worth pointing out that if

5 suggesticn is hiddzn you can
click the bax in the suggestion
menu 'show hidden suggestions’
and that makes them all visible -
and if you'r2 tagged in them they
appsar in your 'respond tab' in

the homapage °)

CSOB (2K} -1y

@ L5 ok, simce -

whan | show hidden suggestions,



SvarynIng appears, nats ok 1o
do. s a lttle incanvenient,
because all the claims show up,
but it's ok :). Thanks!

You(7.3k)
1y = ema2a1y

@ o that that's -

could we talk about
deleting marked cizims? 'm stil
not sure if wa reschad 3 uerdict
yet We are making
though

gress.

Vou (73K - 1y 3

—_—
. @vegharite @550

B Good

solution on hiding suggestions. |
will leave them open by default.

Jelarious (320} - 1y

deleting marked claims, | think
there should always be 2
discussion with the author of the
claim, andior the person who
accapted the claim at the very
least | think some discussions
seem unwielcoming, and | think
we should work to help new folks
fesl comfortable adding new
ideas wihout having their cizims
moved, edited, or deleted without
some discussion

Jelarious (320) = 1y

@ | sgree, | =
522 tos many times when new
suthors strupgle to put their
ideas into werds and claims

Vou (73K - 1y

1 53y, if we're about o delate Ll
something, ping sther 2dming
=nd give them about s Gy to

respond 1o ficing or not fiing i

You[7.sk] = 1y H

[} ciERustmeorists | B
discussion getting bigger and
more difficut to handle each
day?

Vou (7] - 1y H

—_—m
B e but ] do think that i sfter
4 or 5 days someona hasn'
come back, the debate looks
pacr qualty if marked clsims are
Ieft lying around - so | think if we
sz older marked claims, either
they can be fixed within a few
days or they can be deleted
(deleting them doesn't mean that
we can't undelese them if the
suthor retums later) - what do
you both think &
@uegforiie ?

C30B (2K} = 1y :

the issus s that | mark [

ciaims for readers to know what
issues they will run into when
they read it, but still sllow them to
read it anyway (so | prevent
censorship). That's why | mark
them. | don't intend to mark them
to be deleted. If that's the case,
Il do something else. butif|
mark something, pleass ket me
knaw if you're going to delete it

Vou (7 3k] - 1y

@p welcoms to this -
discussion. Whatwauld you Be

to do now that you're here?

ou(73k] = 1y H

) hi. | just thought of -
something for the suggested
clsims. It would be nige 7 3 clzim
is not great o try 1o give it what it
needs to be accepted, rather
than send = suggestion sbout ¢
=nd send 7 back. | bebeue 3 lot
of people just wiite a ciaim and
leave or write samething but
don't know how the website
warks, 50 we, wiith aur
knowisdge that they lack, can
help them along. A< long as one
ssks about  the changes keep
the meaning it sheuld
promising. | believe if this is
ng we can agree on, 1
particgate in it too. How does
that sound?

Vou (73K - 1y

@Jelarious after @C:
painted & out to me that  can
bring up suggested claims by the
chack box, itll be ok to hide
them. | just nesded to work on
them

Vou (73K - 1y




B
Q <1 for nat delzting contrizutions.

| would net hide them eithers as it

is elose 10 cznsorship. A claim
missing references for example,
is not less ualuable.

AgnanKiplingl{2s) = 1y

drienkipiingi Thanks for
upporting and understanding

You(7sk)
1y * ediied 1y H

agree. Yes, hiding sugpestons is
nat deleting them or cansaring
them. The author of the clzim
can r2spond o the suggestion
and re-submit it it sems.

Jelarious (320) - 1y

@/ = and | ean always pul
them up as needed. Awesome!

You(T-3k] = 1y H

@Jelarious | spoka to Kiak and
they said they'l fa: the hiding
claims setting, yippie

YouiTsK) = 1y H

CSOE TST posted many
claims. | ean't go through them
all. Would somzone else like to?

ou(7 3k] = 1y

B @uegforki Will have 3 look at

some nowi, hapefully if we can al
do some that!l reduce the

5

number enough collectively -}

CS0B (2K} - 1y

@CS08 Il be tackiing the
plethors of new claims coming in

{there were ~801). So I'm relying
on you al for the rest

You(T 3k]
1y - edited 1y

—_—
. @vegforife

E We can do
this!

Jelarious (320} - 1y 3

@ yesh! | -

@ @
slready went through TST's, now
onto the ~40 left

“ou(7 3k] = 1y H

@misevar hi, I'm sorry to hear =
that you haven't been atle to
wrork out your idess without
critigism and am glad you found
Kislo. | laok forward to helping
you bring claims inta this
discussion, and welcome idess
that you have (| just sdmin o
make them sound and stable to
wiere a claim vl be argued on
it's ideas brought up and not by
how s written, which is fair -0}

“ou(7 3k] = 1y H

@c us when llock [

@c
up concepts, | natice there's too
many duplicates. What can we
do sbout i?

You(73k] - Tma
—_—
[ e
Completely agres! It seems lke
it could be a good idea to do a bit
of & tidy within th dsbate -
maybe when we see duplicates
we comment and propose 3
sclition (e xandyare
duplicates, maybe we can
consolidate them! delete one) -
then in a wesk or 5o we could
mark them for review and then in
= week again if we still hear
nathing back from tne slzims
suthors we can make the change
that has most ‘votes' out of
peaple wha ars astively
=ngaging in the discuzzion?
Might t=ke us a while 1o go
through the various pars of the
detate but sven Fus just start
by commenting and bookmarking
duplicates as we see them we
can slouly star to reduce them?

C3OB [2K] +

@c 8 us I have =

snother ides: sincs [ve been
finding them through my
searchas, why don't we pestin
the chat 1) the topic. 2) the
duplicates. Then others can add
the duglicates they found. Here
wiould be mors colaborative and
less disruptive in the discussi




(a5 people get upset when i's
marked and mayhe it shouldn't,
=tz. - you know). 'm just saying
it's less of 3 mess here

Then wihan we make 2 dacizion
of what to kesp, we
commenymark all the ones to
delete (but not the ane we keep).
A week’s good to wait. The claim
wiz pick should b2 about which
one's written the best, not the
one with the most votes (as we
can anificially bring it back with
us 3 admin vating).

It shouldn't take 100 long. It just
starts with topics. Like
‘deforestation’, ‘omnivore’, stc.
Stuff like that. Whatever topic's
se2n in claims, type it into the
search and bring the dup's hers

Examgle:

1) deforestation
- elaim 1
-clsim 2

Thatway

Vou(73K)
7ma - atzd Tma 3

D . Gueghorife lfwe do that then the
suthors won't be sble to be
involved unless they have writer
rights - | think for clsims where
thare's lots of duphicates we
could do both things - post her
and also tag and mark the claim
itsef - but | think it's imponant to
slso give people the cpporunity
to comment on a clzim they
supgested! collaborated on
through suggested
improvements which is only
possible through tagging and
marking

CS0B 2K}

@CSOE they will. but we would
brainstorm here first, o we can
have coherent rzasons to give
them. We still would discuss with
them, but we would do a lot of
workc hare firet, so its less work
on the authors. Its 2 step 1 {lcall
it a pre-step in my hesd) to your
step 2, not a replacement. It may
be too much wark theugh. so we
don't have to. It was justa
thought.

You(73K)
7ma - atzd Tma :

—_—
€ | Gueghorife | understand now, |
had missed th ordar it wo
work in, thanks for clarifying

C30B2K) -7

@CS0B sweet. Now that you
understand it: what do you think
of it? Like which path shoukd we
take?

You[7:sk] = Tma H

L. N

afarife I'm not sure

ahry

not start deing it the way you
imaginz and wa can se= how it
goes

C30B2K) -7

CS08 | think that's 3 goed
idea and wel figure i out once
wie start

“You(7 3k] = Tma H

@CE0B I'm not feeling well
todsy. so my re:

wenky the ne>

respond

You(7:3k - 7ma 3

D guegiorifeso
. get well soon! {imag
zmajis that convey hesin

prayers! well wishesl)

“You(7 3k] = Tma H

@CS0B Mistart the
Deforestation: E




You(7.3k] - Tma H

L

-

-~

1o the claims, you were right

On deforestation | think

35 pros because they
2ach give different figures! types
of deforestation. The most
central location to move them to
is pro

¢ Then they could be
linked as 3 unitto the other
locations they are throughaut the
debate. | think the soy point is
slightly differznt so have
commented about that in
comments there. How does that
sound?

CS0B{2K} -

@veafrifs (Sorry, fargot to tag!)

C30B2K} +Tmo

Again with "we are omnivores’ |
think this is the main claim on it

v
but the final sentenca should
probably be removed so that itis
mare sble to be knked when

en

then the whole branch inked. |
think i

fr _is saying something
slightly diffzrznt but probably
nesds clarifying given our
differing readings of the claim!

CS0B{2K) -

it's ok. | made changes . wl

soy claim duplicates 3 kot of the
other ones. So | remove those
pars.

You(7:sk] - 7ma H
@CS0B here's another roun

@
veganism is the best diet for the
enviranmen
& systematic

I also found a cougle an how
omniuare diets are nat healthy.
Gould you help me pull some of
those up? There's a lot

You(7:3k] - 7ma 3

OB back to the 'we are
omnivores’ - Because
been esting,.. is really a mess if
wie take out the first sentence, as
it still kind of says the same thing
{that eating meat is in our

nature). Maybe saying that i i's
in gur nature, we should not stray
from it. Then that would make it
easier to transfer the unrelated
prosicens o the parent. Would
that work?

You(7:3K] - 7ma 3

CS08 even if we move those
suggested alaims 35 pros, they'd
stil be duplicating each other.
saying that we are omnivores. |
would say that w
should say in
parentheses (making us
omnivores), with a link. Then we
remave any parnts in other claims
repeating that.

bei

Also, what's your inferpretation
then, if i's different than mine?
ol

You[7.sk] = Tma H

0.
doesn't have any saurce, by
comparison the two I've

—_—
[ W a—

= 3 weaker claim - it

-

supgested as pros offer enough
sddition to the material of the
parent to justify having them -
they're not dupbicates so much
a5 extending the argumant. |
think its nacessary to ramavs
the last sentence so that it's not
3 claim that is making two
s=parate points 1) we are
omnivores 2) therefore veganism
is bad - that might be 3 good
point to separate into a pro, but it
makes it hard to work with 53 the
main umbrells claim en ‘we are
omnivores'. How daes that
sound?

C30B (2K} +

For the 'best diet’ claim - maybe



we can mark the duplicates as
we see them and then pick one
make it ot of studies have
shown...” and then link 31l of them
within the ane claim which can
be linkad into the nacessary
locatiens and then delste the
duglicstes?

C30B(2K} «Tmo

@ I kind of got lost an both | &%
o your writings. Wauld you b
sble o do = lsyout of esch, == |
cant wisusize what you mean. |
guess
being_ s probably nst written
well enough to B 2n umereli. It
dossrt have 3 source, but sther
clsims haue the links that can be
meved into it | gusss we can
take out the ‘evolved’ and ‘nature’
parts to make it more of an
umbralla - ks saying that we've
had nen-vegan foods in our dist
for 50 long that we shoukin't
change’ 2z ons claim and tren
have snother slaim abaut how
‘'we are omnivores' in another
umbrella. Then that could have
the paniz sbout svahed and
naturs’thers undemasth it
That's whst | got fram winst you
wrote. |5 that &7

You(7:3k] - 7ma 3

-

branch can then be Fnked rather
than duplicated where
no... is currentiy.
Sorry that earlier message

wasn't vary ciear - hopefully this

C30B2K} +Tmo

@ itis. | don't agrae wi
the order though. | would say this
branch should go under

do linking. we need to ramove
the duplicate parts, right?

“You(T 3k] = Tma :

@CS0B | don't realy have a =

solution here. Both claims ars
poorly written. Saying we'e
omnivores akone is not 3 elaim
cannot and should not are 2
different clsims. Maybe we nsed
new claims, like how we evelved
to be an omnivore. 3o its in cur
nature now and wie can't get
away from it. Ancther claim's
sbout how we shouldn't stray
from our nature - but we need a
reason why - fike ne nead to fix
wihat isn't broken’ or changing is
too harsh or something. A lot of
claims can be separated out into
these 2. so it should work sut

You(73K)
7ma - atzd Tma 3

M ¢ i fine with the branch going
under Vegani o ha
. Definitely. a3 we link the
branch, we would delste the
duglicstes from that same
location (using the flag and
delete sfter a week). | agree that
there are two different points - |
vote making Becau:
. the neutral claim
by remaving the last part whare it
talls us what we should do. Then
if we want 3 clsim that says we
‘should not’ be vegan that can be
a second point or a pro to the
new Because we've been
eating.... Does that sound okay
to you? (forgat to tag,
@vegforifz )

C30B (2K}

7ma « edied Tmo :

@CS0E Kialo dossn't make it =
possiviz for neutral claims to
=xist, 0 it would need to be
polarized as 3 profcon. Like,
wihat is it sbout being an
omnivre that says humans can't
be vegan? Nothing, unless we
put a reasan to it. What did you
think about the 2 claim ‘rybrid
spit thought?

Vs, clsims that are &t the
botiom with votes are the best
candidates 1o move, 3 they'r
not doing wel in their location
and can b doing better
somewhare slse.

Mo worries again, and | think you
linked the same claim tice. |
wiould say that once we put
everything in one plsce that we
can stant markina/deleting than.




You(7.sk)

You(7:sk] - 7ma 1

35 it'll be mors obvious te the
suthors. Then itll look much
betier

ma » adtea 7ma H

507 | quess somathing -
about how humans can't get
away from their nature, because
W ngrained m us, dus to
evolving out of our vegan ways
through meat that we're
amnivores now. Like this part in
its cument claim just doesn't
make sense - 35 f we svolved to
=2t meat, 5o we really tan
change.

The next claim would be that we
shouldn't changs what we do -
but idk what that reason is_ Is it
because its so pervasive in our
lives that it would create 3 void or
that we wouldn' be quite Tuing
or considersd "human’ without 7 -
fike we becoms something else -
or something different? Or is it
becauss chznge it not good? |
mean, wher it is in the claim
right now, maybe it's because we
euoived to 2at meat, bacauss our
environment caused us to.
somehow we're still in an
environmens that requires people
tn eat meat - which is partially
true, but is changing - due to
food zbundanes. Sa our
environment’s changing to allow
for vegans and shy away from
meat [due to climate change
fram animal agricutture), so not
changing doesn't make sense,
a5 we change for our
environment, and this lzad us to
=at meat, and our new
environment is pushing us away
fram i

In all, | guess we can have these
claims, but they just have
fundamentsl flaws that would
need to be addressed
immediatzly - maybe this s why
its voted so low? I'm saying. its
difficult to add clsims that don't
quits make logical sanse to the
discussion, so i we ean find
legitimate reasens for why
somecne would write this, il
benefit this discussion more

locking round. it L

seems like there might be
duplicates under the topic
healthy. so we'll go back to that
sher we finish here

You(7:3k] - 7ma :

™ Guegiorki= Good point - in that

case should we stick with

it currently is - make that the

main ciaim and then move the
other two [ Sc
and H

omnivores ) pros. Then we
mark and delate the duglicates.
try linking the two pros under

wa can see how itlooks and then
from there we can comment/
mark for review the other

locations and delets duplicates
and link that one branch aeross
the locations!

there's definitely more
branches to do but | think ance
we've got a plan for this ons then
W can move to the next one,
otherwise it could get very
confusing!

S

n B

CS0B2H) -

@CE0B I'm really all for the one-
at-a-time, step-by-step fixing. as |
do get confusad {se we'l stick 1o
the omnivore issuz
deforestation 2nd, heaith 3rd.
&tz or someathing like that). |
don't mind if you do that part fthe
moving/marking).

However, we need two ciaims to
segarate ‘can’ from 'should
before this. Hese's my propesed
wiarding on each:

) We avalved into being
omnivores, so we can't change
becauss its ingrained into our
nature.

2) Because we've been eating
animal products for so long, we
should not change to something
different than what's worked for
millennia.

The questions now are: 1) which
claims do we adopt this wording
for? I'm guessing the

ng.... Z) Where do these ga?
The 15t can o under Ve,
hard for.... I'm not sure.
Herz ars multinks lnnatinns:




fuol . Wha
sbout this? Should | do this part?

This part will be my
responsibility, so once we decide
onwhat to da. [l make the
changes forit.

You(7.3k)
7ma - amten7ma :

D | @uegiorife That sounds good
yes, | think 2nd ons fits best
under An individu
frz2... | have done the marking

and moving, just need to do the
deleting after you have made 1

and 2 ichanged wording to make
them the new ‘omnivore claims)!

C30B (2K]
7ma = ediied Tmo

@c iefinsely. 11l notify you sl
when | finish. Thanks far helping
wiith your part 1st, as it goes
bafare mine (atrenwiss you want
b bl 1o Find the new claims
=asiy)

You[7.sk] = Tma H

€c finished. Since you %l

need to go back 1o the claims to
delete them, would you like to fix
the amangaments thers then?
Then | can go in for the last-
minute arrangements and we
can move to the next tapic -
deforestation

“You(7 3k)
7ma - edied 7ma H

B @ueghorite Perisct

CS0B{2K) - Tmo

'm going to start

looking at it today.

You(7sk)
&ma - adied Sma

few days

C30B (2K} = Emo :

@CS08 cool. | think we're
making prograss!

“You(7 3k] = 5ma H

@CS08 Thanks for helping me
out on the tough stuff. Sorry if |
sounced harsh in any pizce. |
think well gt thera,
understanding and coliaborating.
It's hard to have these large
infrastnuctural issues to resoive
©on & website that's just 3 spare
time activity. | feel ke taking &
break, but | don't want to forget
whstwe're doing, but Il suppon
where | can.

“You(7 3k] = 3ma

D @uegiorite No problem st 3
' definitely 3 labour of love S0

hogs | wazn't harsh either
Understand if you want to take &
break, It me know what you
decide and we can come back to
our cleaning whenever! if you
want/ fe2l r=ady o do round 2 (or
20003

C30B (2K} = 3mo

@CS08 maybe you wers -
resctng to me lol or ware also

feeling the bum lol. | think | have
some stuff to g&t done and see
you have a lot of plans and stuff
to carry out, so Il await on that
and hopafully by then I'l have
nough dane in my persanal ife
to have 3 calm s=ifto do this.
Stil, if you need a break teo, I'm
fine with that. This discussion
s22ms to be managing tself (35
unfortunately everyone's wriing
duplicates and really not strong
nough cons. which | always
hope to see). lsbor of love' - |
think 2 lot of peopie den't
appreciate that we're not
professionsls and just do our part
and help )

You(7:3k] - 3ma

D Guegiorite Sony, missed this
' massage when it cama in! Thats
wery fair. I'm happy to tske on
this discussion for now while you
take some ime. If you want, I'm
hagpy to take over as “owner of
this debate for now i that would
better let you take 3 break from



Either way, ket me know when
o de you want o come
back to this discussion. Its
definitely slowing in growth, wil
continue trying to keep it tidy and
working through the bookmarks!

flags and sections that need
improving that we've discussed 3
I've really enjoyed our wark on
this debate 5o far so hope | can
help out and continue allowing
this topic to improwe and grow!

C30B (2K} +

% ve pretty much caught  [> &
up with my werk, 5| can sdmin,
=nd by Sunday | should be able
1o tackle te gend st il ) |
shink it be good 1o ransfer
ownership, =5 its 3 lot of work
=nd not my dizeussion, but just
not undl my parts Frished hers
or | hawe to leave. Hope that's
fair 32 | it nave 2 parson, but
'm glad you helped me with that,
but it's not yet ) | appreciate it
=nd hops it b= 35k 10 hapeen
then.

Vou(73K)
3ma - =dt=d 3ma

-
D/ @ueglorife Thats fair enough,
Paggy e help!

C30B2K} - Im 3

ool | justwant to ﬁ“

crazte 2 personal wabsits 1o 3dd
my discussions ta first and finish
up here [fm guessing itll be
faw, around 3-5 menths) and
then i's all yours. The issue is
that this discussion used to grow
alot, but since I've heen here, &
hasn't So | think transferring
owners will help and hopefully it
recowers. My goal is for it to
surpass the UBI discussion in
terms of success. but not without
compromising quality - which is
wihat they've done thera.

| added the editor's note in the

3nd paragraph to the info
section, as we keep getting
claims that are duplicates. So|
d.

felt it was need

You(73K)
3ma - aotzd 3ma

“You(73k)
2ma « deleted by You 73k)

2 thought st it for 2 -
while snd | resizs that ifs going
to be a large step to go to
cwnership when it paszed oni
you. So | justwanizd i 2t yau
know what wil happen, 50 you
don't get into something you
it 35k for

%) when you're owner, you'l be
the ane handing 21 the incoming
ciaims 2nd [1l anly be hers Fyeu
1ag me. We'll pratty much be
switzring relks. |s this samathing
youe ok wih?

You(7:3k] - 2ma

M e
: thiz in sams of my other debares,
stepped back here s | know you
are onkine 3 lot and seemed 1o
have = goed handle an 7, bu
Undsrstand that becames my

responsibiity if I'm taking on the
respensitiiiy of minding this
debate! Thanks for checking
though, would be a disaster
othenwiss!

CS0B{2K) - 2mo

wesome! | did notice 1

that when 'm in 3 discussion,
others tend 1o take a step back
wihen they se2 | haue 5 handle
onitand 'm glad you knowr
sbout, see, and are zble to
handie wh:

“You(T 3k] = 2ma :

&c stil have 3 lotof suf [, %
1o gat dane in my persons life
{5 sddressing my discussions
on izl dozen't helg), 52 making
the persanzl wetste to place
=uerything on is going to take 3
whie. | 2m getting what | nesd o
done slewy 2nd s in the quee,
<o 1 let you know when_ Suft
comes up, 52 i t keeps geting
snoved back, s Ife. But luckily
11 sl el up my rals unil then
=nd | feel we'l forthe structural
issues lurking hers that by then,
shisll be = prety clean
discussion you tzke up

You[7.sk] = 2ma H

—_—
IR —



C30B2K} - 2mo

08 | was thinking of S

making you owner earber than
rected. | think you're ready. |
just need conditions for this early
transfer:

1) ncne of my claims get delsted
{but they can be marked)

2) make sure no one delates my
claims

3)tag me if you acospt 2 claim
2nd say ‘new elzim, 5o that |
could account for it as not my
‘owner’ admin work

These nesds dent need to be
met afier | finish, butits ju
that | could archive my work.

=0

1 actually think this will be gocd,
35 you taking over is going o
free up time for me to document
syerything. | mean. its a lat
ask from 2 person, but would this
work for you too? | think you're
the persen, i anyons.

You(7 3k)
30d - edited 30d H

A Gigre Thatsouns reslly
: interesting. I it's ckay, I'm going
to take the day to work cutin my
head how this would work (re the
conditions) and will come back if
I've any questions on it. Ju
want to make sure | have

undzrstood propery, thanks!

CS0B(2K} - 304

9 that makes sense S .

becauss itis a lot during the
transition and maybe there's an
easier way. | don't want to ask
you to help with my archiving
process, doing that would mean
aveiding all the conditions for
=arly transfer too.

Ancther option is to not do an
early transfer oo, Justwant to
put that out there - so it’s not like
you have one opticn.

You(7 3k)
30d - edited 30d H

B Gugiore | ink wznsiering

' would be gaod, it alse mesns
you'll still be sround if] have any
guastions! | am admin on 3 good
fewr debates where the owner is
gons so should be sble to handle
it, but never any harm to have
safety nats! The three things you
mention: 1 and 2 is no defeting
your clsims (or latiing others do
that). Just to check, is that during
your archiving process. or ever?
Given Kiale's stuff about
collaboration =1c. promising to
never ver sllow 3 claim be
deleted would probably be hard,
but for a set time while you
srchive se=ms vary manapesble!
3 is again doable, and again I'm
assuming that's for 2 set pariod
rather than for as long s this
debate continues to exists/ grow
etc.?

CSOB(2K) - 271

If I've misunderstaod, let me
know and can work out
something that allaws you to do
this archiving. Would be very
interests 0 s=e the result, is @

something you'l be hosting

C30B (2K}
27d + edied2Td :

the not deleting is only -

during my archiving procass -
unless it truly needs 1o be
removed of course {iike it's
wrang or 3 duplicats) - which is
fine. | think | would need to be
tagged for that

Sa | was looking around the
debate and a lot of suggested
claims came in. | wrote m,
but they didn't write back. I'm just
going to edit them and add them
in and tag the author for it

So we're ok then? When should |
do the transfer? | would prefer if
you help me out with the
suggested claims first if that's ok,

but doesn’t matter to me.
You(73k) - 244 H
thanks for understanding - yes - 1

I'm going to try to put everything
onling and will give the link when
I finish

You(73k)
220 + edied 240 H

| forgot ta me




if hiding suggested slaims could
be aveided during archiving,
thatll be good too. Forgot that on
the list )

You(7:sk] - 249 H

B Gueoiors That makes sense,
yes that sounds fine. Happy 1o
g it now or whznever you'r
hasey o go shesd with it

C3OB(2K) » 240

—_—
A g ceiniely love to see the
result when you's done, thanks!

CSOB(2K] » 244

) 1t should ba quick, but|
wiculd fike to get through the

suggested claims and then - just
becauss it eame up and | den't
wiant to start you offin 3 mess.

“You(7 3k]
240 - edited 240 H

—_—
B @uegiorite Okay, il ag here

again ance the suggestons are
sorted!

C30B (2K} - 234

ink that's 3 great -

idea. The discussion looked
great and | was abeut to do the
switch when all the suggested
claims cams up. Now the
discussion doesn't lock like 3 full
ction of my work. | was going
started on archiving this,
done. However, |
realized it won't work until the
new claims are sorted out. S|
think tagging me then will work,
a5 | don't s== archiving as 3
hardship and | finally caught up
on all my work to be todoit!
ay, prograss!

ref

You(7:3k] - 219 3

507 | dowmlosted svery -l
single suggestedidsietsd claim
outthere. | id find some that
should be sccepted in but
weren't. S0 unfortunately | nesd
to go through them, | really didnt
5= that coming. Thanks for your
patience in this process 'm on
step 2, 50 s not ke I'm doing
nothing or intentionally
postpening - just wiant to gst it
right - 50 | don't need to come
back o fix possible problems that
come up

You(7sk *

S0B | caught up on my g"
notfications, so as long as there
aren't many tomorrow, | shoukd
be zble 1o finish cranking out the
suggestad alaims in backlog
archiue everything and transfer
ownership. Can't believe ir's
happening

You(T 3k *

BN 7 @usglorifs Oh wow, thars
exciting that you've made such
prograss! A vary productive wask
for you! Thanks for keeping me
updsted

C30B2K} - 164 3

was thinking of having [ %

3 ‘persenal opinions/experizncas’
ciaim for svaryons
=xperience to fit there (as it won't
fit anywhers elsz, and | ried
under the comments section of
the thesis to no auail and
nowhera alse makes sanss). |
feelits valuabie info, aven i it
might not be a ‘true’ claim, s its
kind of a nautral ene.

Would this be scceptable. and if
s0, weud| you be ok with me
making i | fee! this (or similar)
is going to be where | can most
Tikely say this discussion's where
I'd likz it to be, and will b an
swesoms celshration wriing
point to transfer ownership from!

Llke "From real fife experisnces
and wewpoints, it's not practica
personally or zround them f the
world goes vegan.” Maybe this
branch can come with a
warning?

You(73K)
150 - edit=d 15d 3

—_—
D . Guegiorife | think the curent
Way We encourage people to
make those kinds of comments
a5 comments rather than claims
or tz make the argumant undar
the personal experience as an
srgument works quite well. Given
sometmes the rezson for



mantioning it ¢an be quite
specific that might make quits 3
messy section of the debate that
could grow infinitly?

CSOBi2K - 134


















